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Racial & Ethnic Disparities in Youth Incarceration & Strategies for Char

1 The Context of Incarceration for Youth of Color

Youth of color must walk a razor-thin line between what is considered normal adolescent behavior and those behaviors that
are deemed illegal. Racially inequitable policies that were imbedded into the earliest incarnations of our justice systems have
LQAXHQFHG ZKLFK \RXWK DUH YDOXHG ZKLFK DUH QHJOHFW HNor®tQad 180Kyed&& D U |
VLQFH WKH \RXWK MXVWLFH VA\VWHP ZDV IRXQGHG LQ WKLV FRXQWU\ YDVW G
White youth persist.

7KH ORQJ WHUP FRQVHTXHQFHV RI \RXWKIXO PLVEHKDYLRU IRU \RXWK Rl FRC
SHRSOH DUH DOORZHG WR JURZ RXW RI WKHVH EHKDYLRUV ZLWKRXW JHWWLQ
PRUH OLNHO\ WR EH DUUHVWHG SURVHFXWHG VHQWHQFHG DQG LQFDUFHUDYV
WKH AJXUH EHORZ ,Q %ODFN \RXWK ZHUH PRUH WKDQ IRXU WLPHV DV OL
\RXWK ZHUH PRUH WKDQ WKUHH WLPHY DV OLNHO\ DQG /DWLQR \RXWK ZHUH D

7TRGD\ \RXWK MXVWLFH OHDGHUV SROLF\PDNHUV DQG DGYRFDWHV DUH FHO!
people in the United States Rates of incarceration IRU \RXWK GHFUHDVHG E\ SHUFHQW IURP W

JXHOHG E\ VWUDLQHG EXGJHWV RYHUFURZGHG IDFLOLWLHVY ODZVXLWYV DQG
RQ ERWK FKLOGUHQ DQG SXEOLF vDIHW\ PDQ\ VWDWHY LPSOHPHQWHG SROLF
LV D VLIJQLAFDQW UHGXFWLRQ LQ WKH UDWH DW ZKLFK FKLOGUHQ DUH LQFDL
SRSXODWLRQ RI LQFDUFHUDWHG \RXWK EXW QRW LQ UHGXFLQJ UDFLDO DQG F

In 2013, Youth of Color Were Incarcerated at Signi cantly

Higher Rates Than Were White Youth
Rate of Incarceration Based on One-Day CountRrates (per 100,000 Youth)
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1 7KLV KLVWRU\ LV GHVFULEHG EULHA\ LQ WKH : +D\ZRRG %XUQV UHSRUW “5HSDLULQJ WKH %L
2Q0LQH KWWS ZZZ EXUQVLQVWLWXWH RUJ ZS FRQWHQW XSORDGV S5HSDLULQJ WKH %UHDFK

2 'DWD DUH EDVHG RQ D RQH GD\ FHQVXV RI \RXWK LQ UHVLGHQWLDO SODFHPHQW IDFLOLWLHV FDS
JRU WKH SXUSRVH RI WKLV UHSRUW ZH XVH "LQFDUFHUDWLRQu DQG "RXW RI KRPH SODFHPHQWUu
committed to a residential placement facility as the result of a court-ordered disposition.
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$IWHU DUUHVW INCARCERATION OR OUT-OF-HOME PLACEMENT (2013)
SHWLWLRQ \RX

adjudicated delinquent

are given a court -
ordered disposition to Adiudi q State Facility
either remain at home ™ PElezig Home (13,970 Youth)
on probation or to Arrest= Referralfy Petition, Delinque

& o el OtUt'gf'hPme Court Filed | | Court-Ord Incarcerati Private Facility
placement. During a . I

RQH GD\ FRXQW LQ Dispositi (Out-of-Ho b (14,657 Youth)
WKHUH ZHUH

youth in out-of-home Placement »
placements in the (35,659 Youth Local Facility
United States. (7’032 Youth)

,QFDUFHUDWHG \RXWK FDQ EH VHQW WR YDULRXV W\SHV RI IDFLOLWLHY %DV}
HIDPLQLQJ ZKHWKHU WKH\ DUH VWDWH ORFDO RU SULYDWH IDFLOLWLHV :KL
VWDWH IDFLOLWLHY WKH FULWLTXHV RI VWDWH IDFLOLWLHY DUH UHOHYDQW V
SODFHPHQW UHPRYH \RXWK IURP WKHLU IDPLOLHVY FRPPXQLW\ DQG VXSSRUW
KDV D GLUHFW QHJDWLYH HIIHFW RQ \RXWKV: OLIH RXWFRPHYV

BHPRYLQJ D \RXQJ SHUVRQ IURP KLV RU KHU IDPLO\ FRPPXQLW\ DQG VXSSRU\
development. Recent research indicates that the vast majority of children who are in trouble with the law will grow out of their
misbehavior if they are allowed to transition normally into adulthoé6d$ JURZLQJ ERG\ RI UHVHDUFK DOVR U
based support systems are more successful in setting children on the right path and in reducing recidivism—at a fraction of the
cost of incarceration’

7TKURXJK DQ DQDO\WLV RI QDWLRQDO GDWD WKLV UHSRUW H[SORUHV WKH FF
SODFHPHQW IRU \RXWK Rl FRORU 7KH UHSRUW XVHV QDWLRQDO GDWD WR HJI
categories. We conclude with recommendations to improve post-dispositional outcomes and reduce the use of incarceration for
youth of color.

©
c
o
$V WKH GHPRJUDSI Z =V RI Proportion of Total
our country continue to E U.S. YOUTH POPULATION Youth P |ati
VKLIW SROLF\PDNISV . ,Gss - outh Fopulation
system decision-makers o 12 _—_"""\-._—-j- 2 ,Lq s
must develop a deeper o ) T =
K =] 2] A 16 T
understanding of and 3
s o 7 14 <
partnership with the youth o & 10 2
and communities they serve. & 5 - o T
. 5 ¢
While youth of color made o 4 S S
XS RQO\ SHUFHQ R .\ s
total youth population in £ 5 a 2
LQ \RXWK F >8_ 1 5 S
FRORU FRPSULVHG SH 0 =
Of the tOtal youth pOpulation. 1007 1000 2007 2002 PONE 00T 2000 TMT MR 3
7KH /IDWLQR \RXWK ! . . N =
K D G W K H P R V W V L \, v Llé _h‘(’,\lr gy e AT OTIean — ] a
LOQFUHDVH LQ SRSXODWLRQ RYHU —
VLQFH
U.S. Youth Pop White Blacl Latin¢ Native Amel APErican 1997 2013
1997 19,588,854 4,328,757 | 4,125,990 329,906 1,134,944 29,508,451
2018 18,556,808 5,011,864 7,506,019 334,504 1,758,086 33,167,281
# Change 1997-2013 1,599,889 451,500 2,716,201 4,704 425,842 3,658,830
% Change 1997-2013 -5.3% 15.8% 81.9% 1.4% 54.9% 12.4%
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Racial and Ethnic Categories Used in this Report and Notes about Data Collection Practice

W LV LPSRUWDQW WR QRWH D QXPEHU RI SRLQWYV DERXW WKH UDFLDO DQG I
report.

J)LUVW HDFK Rl WKHVH UDFLDO DQG HWKQLF FDWHJRULHV LV FRPSULVHG R
H[DPSOH $VLDQ DQG 3DFLAF ,VODQGHU \RXWK LQ WKH 8 6 LQFOXGH DW OHD)

DQG UHSRUWLQJ SUDFWLFHY DUH RIWHQ LQVXIAFLHQW WR FDSWXUH YDULDYV
of these distinct groups.

,QGLYLGXDO $VLDQ DQG 3DFLAF ,VODQGHU JURXSV ZLWKLQ WKH 8 6 KDYH Gl
-DSDQHVH DQG 6DPRDQV WR QDPH D IHZ KDYH GLIIHUHQW FXOWXUDO EDFN.
FRXQWU\ WR SXUVXH MREV DQG HFRQRPLF RSSRUWXQLW\ 2WKHUV ZHUH AHH

$GGLWLRQDOO\ /DWLQR \RXWK FRPSULVH WKH PDMRULW\ RI \RXQJ SHRSOH
QDWLRQ $Q DQDO\VLV RI GLVSDULWLHYVY LQ WKH \RXWK MXVWLFH V\VWHP PX'
yet many data sources still do not require ethnicity as a key reporting measure.

7KH 21AFH RI -XYHQLOH -XVWLFH DQG 'HOLQTXHQF\ 3UHYHQWLRQ 2--'3 SURY
RI VWDWLVWLFV RQ \RXWK LQYROYHG LQ WKH MXVWLFH V\VWHP :KLOH VRPH
IDWLQR \RXWK DUH DIIHFWHG VHYHUDO GDWDEDVHV ZLWK NH\ GDWD RQ \RXW
GDWD “+LVSDQLFp \RXWK DUH OLNH QivelMRe IEdK oPdelnbgBaiir \WaitaAdis &g yate d thyWdth

UDFH DQG HWKQLFLW\ WKH SUREOHP RI UDFLDO LQHTXLW\ LQ WKH \RXWK M
represented in this report.

8QWLO MXVWLFH DJHQFLHVY DW WKH FRXQW\ VWDWH DQG QDWLRQDO OHYHC
GDWD FROOHFWLRQ DQG DQDO\VLY MXULVGLFWLRQV ZLOO EH FRQVWUDLQHC
SRSXODWLRQ:-V GHPRJUDSKLFV 'HVSLWH DOO RI WKHVH FKDOOHQJHV ZRUN
,PSHUIHFW GDWD FDQQRW EHFRPH DQ H[FXVH IRU LQDFWLRQ

6HH WKH DSSHQGL[ IRU PRUH GHWDLO DERXW WKH GDWD VRXUFHV



Stemming the Rising Tide

National Trends in the Youth Incarceration,
Through a Race & Ethnicity Lens (1997-2013)

TRENDS IN RACIAL & ETHNIC DISPARITIES: OVERALL REDUCTIONS, NATIONALLY

Despite dramatic overall reductions in incarceration nationally, youth of color are more likely than White youtt

*+ 7KH UDWH RI RXW Rl KRPH SODFHPHQWYV IRU %ODFN DQG 1DWLYH $PHULFDQ

GH LQFDUFHUDWLRQ UHIRUPV RI WKH ODWH

* %ODFN
brunt of out-of-home placement for
youthful misbehavior. For the last 15 =
\HDUV %ODFN FKLOGUH®
four times as likelyas White children
to spend the night in an out-of-home
placement.
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I
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NATIONAL TRENDS IN RACIAL & ETHNIC DISPARITIES: BY FACILITY TYPE (1997-2013

Proportionally, more youth are now sent to local and private facili Proportion of Youth In Out-of-Home Placement
racial and ethnic disparities remain signi cant.

100% 4

2YHU WKH SDVW \HDUV PDQ\ VWDW s DW
incentivized or required counties to maintain local control of youth g, | 61%

ZKR ZRXOG RWKHUZLVH EH VHQW WR V| cHY 7K
LW LV QRW VXUSULVLQJ WKDW FRPSD IDFLOLW
state facilities have had the greatest reductions in population.| **

$V PDQ\ VWDWHY SDVVHG OHJLVODWLF % i o OLW\ IR

D VLIQLAFDQW QXPEHU RI DGMXGLFDW wState mLocal Private VLHV WF
ORFDO MXULVGLFWLRQV FRXQWLHYV DREurRVY WKH QUWIRY ZHUH 1DFHG ZILWK
QHZ FKDOOHQJH /RFDO MXULVGLFWLRQV FR

FRPPXQLW\ VHWWLQJY RU WKH\ FRXOG VKLI SODF
from state facilities to local or private facilities.

Stakeholders contemplating further reform to bring more youth of color

KRPH PXVW XQGHUVWDQG ZKHUH \RXWK DUHSFXUTRQ &R X

QHHG WR LQYHVWLJDWH ZK\ SDUWLFXODU SOgDFHPHQWV ZHUH FKRVHQ IRU \RX
W\SH RI VHUYLFHY DQG VXSSRUWYV WKDW DUI-gDr?%ODLODE‘l@Idgé}))W WKH FXUUHQW S

and how those services and supports can be replicated in the community. & 400
S 300
,Q RQO\ SHUFHQW RI DOO LQFDUFHUDWBHG \ Ui—ég(@g@,v% LQ ORFCLC
SULYDWH IDFLOLWLHV SHUFHQW LQ SULYDD Q ég;))o 9
ZKLOH IHZHU \RXWK ZHUH SODFHG RXW RI KI@PJIGO ﬁﬂthL UFHU
\RXWK SHUFHQW ZHUH SODFHG LQ SULYDWH, RU, &fDO IQ@@@@WE%
8 (2013)

$V ZH DGYRFDWH IRU D PRUH MXVW VA\VWHP IRU \RXWK RI FRORU ZH PXVW DV\

the use of local and private facilities to ensure that youth justice systems LOCAL FACILITIES

are not simply shifting incarcerated youth of color from state to local and l .
SULYDWH IDFLOLWLHYV $GYRFDWHY DQG SROLF\PJACH Y e [Fellh- ol PRQ
HITHFW RlI QHZ OHJLVODWLRQ WKDW PDQGD®#HV HQWLY

commitment of youth to state facilities. While youth justice systems have 2 70

EHFRPH PRUH VRSKLVWLFDWHG LQ KRZ WKH\ & pVvFULEHe2R¥W RI KRPH SODFHPH
VXFK DV "FDPSV g "UDQFKHV pu RU ’FRWWDJH@QOWKH HI W RQ NLGV LV WKH \
"KHWKHU D \RXQJ SHUVRQ LV SODFHG LQ D Cﬂ?fNHG ID LW\ RU QRW KH RU
WDNHQ DzZD\ IURP IDPLO\ FRPPXQLW\ DQG szgﬁleaVMgs% IZPG!BJ(N%gg)(%ﬁ LV DW P X

greater risk of a future laden with negative outcomes. Our goal must be to 2 5 Loy 24a997)
keep youth housed in their own communities. 43 (2013) !
38 (2013)°" (1997@'

* The rate of placement forBlack yotatevery IDFLOLW\ W\SH LV VLIQLAFDQWO\
. ) 5.4 (2013)
higher than that of White youth.

R

f )RU DOO IDFLOLW\ W\SHWatweKame@anhssmh) L W\ NITee?
increased.

outh

. ) . >
« The reduction in out-of-home placements tdocal facilitiess not as 250 232 (1997)
great for Black yoashit was for White youth. The rate of commitment S 200
W RQO
118 (1997)

,000

to local facilittésHFUHDVHG E\ SHUFHQW IRU Kl_aNEO\RXW
percent forBlack youth

5 124 (2013) ——
) 58 (1997) 72 (19971055 (2013)
¥ )URP WKH UDWH RIbcBIRaEilitiz3&aBdd Qr\Ww @ Rs0 w' @ 35 (1997)
Native American youth 0 30w 35 (2013) @,

6 (2013)

6HH $SSHQGL[ IRU UHGXFWLRQV LQ RXW RI KRPH SODFHPHQWYV E\ IDFLOLW\
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Stemming the Rising Tide

TRENDS IN DISPARITY GAP BY FACILITY TYPE (1997-2013)

* The relative likelihood of being placed in docal faciliys increased forBlack youthU B®times as likely as White youth in
1997 to 3.8 times as likely in 2013

T %\ IDU WKH JUHDWH \atincGybattsupsUrl. placethBn® tbRdal facilitiééhile there are disparate rates of

FRPPLWPHQW WR RWKHU IDFLOLW\ WA\SHV /DWLQR \RXWK ZHUH

WLP

HV D

Disparity Gap for Local Facilities
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NATIONAL TRENDS IN RACIAL & ETHNIC DISPARITIES: TIME SPENT IN OUT-OF-HOME

Youth are being incarcerated for longer periods of time, with Black and Latino youth having the longest stays

/IHQIJWK\ RXW RI KRPH SODFHPHQWV LQWHUUXSW D \RXQJ SHUVRQ:-V HGXFI
people have a hard time returning to school7/KH ORQJHU D \RXWK LV LQ DQ RXW RI KRPH
WKH\ DUH GLVFRQQHFWHG IURP WKHLU IDPLO\ WKHLU FRPPXQLW\ VXSSRL
FRQAUPV WKDW OHQJWK\ RXW RI KRPH SODFHPHQWV IRU \RXWK DUH EDG S
indicates that youth who remain in facilities for longer periods of time have higher rates of re-arfeshd re-
LQFDUFHUDWLRQ WKDQ \RXWK ZLWK VKRUWHU OHQJWKV RI VWD\ Y"HYHQ DI\

1DWLRQDO DYHUDJH OHQJWKV RI VWD\ GDWD IRU RXW RI KRPH SODFHPHQYV
RI GD\V WKH \RXWK KDV VOHSW LQ DQ RXW RI KRPH SODFHPHQW LV FDSW
LQFDUFHUDWHG \RXWK 7KXV DV DQ LQGLFDWLRQ RI ZKHWKHU OHQJWKYV
GHFUHDVLQJ %, UHYLHZHG WKH QXPEHU RI GD\V \RXWK VSHQW LQ HDFK IDFI

%, UHYLHZHG ZKHWKHU OHQJWKYV RI VWD\ LQ VWDWH ORFDO DQG SULYDWH R;
\HDUV DQG IRXQG WKDW WKH SURSRUWLRQ RI \RXWK ZKR DUH VWD\LQJ PRUH V
WKDQ LW ZDV LQ $GGLWLRQDOO\ WKH SURSRUWLRQ RI \RXWK VWD\LQJ IF
facilities.

,Q WKH RQH GD\ FHQVXV RIl \RX

SODFHPHQWYV \RXWK SHUFHQW R

been languishing in out-of-home placements for more than 90

GD\V DQG \RXWK SHUFHQW OD
GD\V

§

65%

n1997
2013

« 7TKH SURSRUWLRQ RI \RXWK ZKR ZHUH
facility for more than 90 days increased between 1997 and

23%

| 43%

s /HQJWK RI VWD\ LQFUHDVHG PRVW GU
IDFLOLWLHV ,Q SHUFHQW RI \R
EHHQ WKHUH IRU PRUH WKDQ GD\V §

WKLV LQFUHDVHG WR SHUFHQW < e . v
IRU PRUH WKDQ GD\V WKLV LQFUHDVHG IURP SHUFHQW LQ WR SHU

¥
g

Propoetion of Youth Held for More than S0 Days at Time of Census
]

63%

The shift toward the use of local facilities between 1997 and 2013 disparately affected youth of color. In 2013,
longer than White youth.

7KH UHIRUP OHJLVODWLRQ WKDW OHG R UHGXFWLRQV WKH XVH RI"PDQV VWDV
correctional facilities allowed or incentivized local control and
custody of youth. The recent proportional increase in the use of local e T,
facilities coincides with an increased length of stay. On the day ¢
WKH FHQVXV LQ \RXWK ZHUH LQ ORFUQW”S_ LRC
of time than they were in 1997.
- ,0 Black and Latino youttvere more likelyto have spent | §ipae _
longer lengths of time inlocal facilities than wer&Vhite youth. | T,
:KHUHDV RQO\ SHUFHQW RIladallfility \k AwK 2HUH LY U
formorethan90days, SHUFHQW RI %ODFN \RXWK DQG SHUFHQW

RI /I DWLQR \RXWK ZHUH SODFHG RXW RI KRPH IRU PRUH WKDQ GD\V UHVSF

« $SOVR LQ % ODFN DQGmbeWkel B haReXspéht nZorelidn 180 dayi local facilities than were
White youth. Fourteen percent of White youth spentore than 180 days in local facilitiesSFRPSDUHG WR SHUFH(
%ODFN \RXWK DQG SHUFHQW RI /IDWLQR \RXWK

7
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NATIONAL TRENDS IN RACIAL & ETHNIC DISPARITIES: OUT-OF-HOME PLACEMENTS |

Trends in racial and ethnic disparities have persisted in every offense category from 1997 to 2013.

5HVHDUFK LQGLFDWHV WKDW FRPPXQLW\ EDVHG UHVWRUDWLYH DOWHUQDWL
PLVEHKDYLRUYV RI DOO NLQGY ,QFDUFHUDWLRQ GRHY PRUH KDUP WRPR QVERR G C
DOWHUQDWLYH FXOWXUDOO\ PHDQLQJIXO PHWKRGV RI DFFRXQWDELOLW\ PXV
of the offense the young person is charged with. While there are notable reductions in out-of-home placements for all offense
FDWHJRULHV VLJQLAFDQW UDFLDO DQG HWKQLF GLVSDULWLHV SHUVLVW

JRU HYHU\ RITHQVH FDWHJRU\ %ODFN /DWLQR DQG 1DWLYH $PHULFDQ \RXWK
7KH UDWH DW ZKLFK %ODFN \RXWK ZHUH FRPPLWWHG LQ ZDV KLJKHU WKDQ
category.

Despite an overall decline in out-of-home placements, Native American youth have experienced an increase
placements for certain offenses.

* WHWZHHQ DQG WKH UDWHV RI FRPPLWPHQWY GHFUHDVHG IRU DOC
$PHULFDQ \RXWK UDWHV IRU RXW RI KRPH SODFHPHQWYV IRU GUXJ RIITHQVH'
IRU WHFKQLFDO YLRODWLRQV LQFUHDVHG E\ SHUFHQW

+ ,Q I1DWLYH $PHULFDQ \RXWK KDG WKH KLJKHVW UDWH RI FRPPLWPHQW
RITHQVHY DV ZHOO DV IRU WHFKQLFDO YLRODWLRQV DPRQJ DOO \RXW
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TRENDS IN RACIAL & ETHNIC DISPARITIESBrug Offenses

OUT-OF-HOME PLACEMENTS BY OFFENSE CAw‘

Incarceration rates decreased overall for all offense @ategorles but
rates remain substantially higher for youth of color thaI‘PfOI’ White yout

in each offense category.

All Offense Categories

API Yo
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Stemming the Rising Tide

NATIONAL TRENDS IN RACIAL & ETHNIC DBSRARITHES: and 2013, reductions in out-of-home

OUT-OF-HOME PLACEMENTS FOR TECHNIG%A‘M%WER@@N@' not keep pace with reductions f
categories.

On the average day in 2013, nearly 5,000 youth languished inh_out—mr‘-horgtcé1 52 percent reduction in the rate at

. . . . . uct |
placements as the result of a technical violation. Slxty-sev%iéﬁiﬁ%ﬁ& U ERPPLWWHG RXW RI K
theseyouthwereyouthOfCOlOI’. RQO\ D SHUFHQW UHGXFWLRQ LQ F

) for technical violations.
Youth should never be removed from his or her home for a

WHFKQLFDO YLRODWLRQ 7HFKQLFDO YLROBRWLRQV,FRPHYHQYPDQ\ IRURPMVH \R>

VXFK DV WKH IDLOXUH WR DSSHDU IRU D GdRXdIxWHWWRRY D PHHML 8 pdHal R X W
DQ LQDELOLW\ RU XQZLOOLQJQHVV WR S D} bkné Wl W LbRQy LALb HIDP SO D EN \|

a young person may have been placed on probation as the \RXWK DQG 1DWLYH $PHULFDQ \F
result of a petty-theft or simple-assault adjudication and of home.

violated the terms and conditions of his or her probation by

QRW DELGLQJ E\ FXUIHZ 2U D \RXQJ SHUVBQ PD\ RNt Bt of home were

transportation or family support needed to attend required WKHUH DV WKH UHVXOW RI D WHEK
meetings. The use of incarceration as a response to technical technical violation placements werel4 percent of all
violations is particularly harsh and requires a high level of out-of-home placements.

scrutiny.

e ,Q S H U FlL4t@aVvyoRthwere committed
© . Q \RXWK RI' FRORU ZHUH VLJQLARD Q‘J%Qh\on?eRﬁléEberrlﬁé\' %lot\echnical violations.

to be committed to an out-of-home placement for a +RZHYHU LOQ WKH $orB Shan) WLR
technical violatiorthan for other offenses. doubled WR SHUFHQW

* Latino youthwere two times as likelyas White youth « The rate at whichNative American youthere committed
to be committed out of homeBlack youthwere almost for technical violationsincreased E\~ SHUFHQW :
four times as likelyand Native American youttvere there was a 27 percent reduction in commitments
more than four times as likely overall.

In 2013, a higher proportion of young people stayed
placements for technical violations for greater lengths @
did in 1997. These increases were dgpdalijestavikhin

Disparity Gap for Out-of-Home Place

for Technical Violations (2013)

ri.l White youth of color bearing the burden.
1
® ® ® ] % ODEN » The increased proportion of youth with longer stays for
T T T f' technical violations is particularly true for youth sent to
local facilitiesQ SHUFHQW RI FKLOGU
- - ' /IDWLQR IDFLOLWLHV IRU WR GD\V EXW |
T T 21 SHUFHQW ,Q RQO\ SHUFHQW F
IDFLOLWLHYV IRU PRUH WKDQ GD\V
@ @ @ @ 4 lDWLYH WR SHUFHQW
T TT T $PHULFDQ
«,Q %ODFN DQG /DWLQR \RXWK Z|
$3 likely as White youth to be in local facilities for more
f ' WKDQ GD\V RQ D WHFKQLFDO YL
0.2 percent of White youth were in a local facility for more
WKDQ GD\V IRU D WHFKQLFDO Y

Rl %ODFN \RXWK DQG SHUFHQW F
FRPPLWWHG WR ORFDO IDFLOLWLHYV
technical violations.

10
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NATIONAL TRENDS IN RACIAL & ETHNIC DISPARITIES: OUT-OF-HOME PLACEMENTS |

In every type of facility and in every offense category, the disparity gap for Native American youth increased |

JRU FHQWXULHYVY 8 6 SROLF\ WRZDUG 1DWLYH $PHULFDQ FRPPXQLWLHV KDV YL
SROLF\ WRZDUG 1DWLYH $PHULFDQV LQFOXGHYV WKH IRUFHG DQG RIWHQWLPH\
D PHDQV RI DVVLPLODWLRQ WR WKH GRPLQDQW FXOWXUH $GYRFDWHV PXVW E
RXW Rl KRPH SODFHPHQW IRU 1DWLYH $PHULFDQ \RXWK

I1DWLYH $PHULFDQ \RXWK ZHUH PRUH OLNHO\ WR EH UHPRYHG IURP WKHLU KR
ZHUH DW WKH KHLJKW RI LQFDUFHUDWLRQ LQ 7KH GLVSDULW\ JDS IRU 1D\
IRU JUHDW FRQFHUQ $OWKRXJK WKH RYHUDOO QXPEHU RI 1DWLYH $PHULFDQ

RI RXW Rl KRPH SODFHPHQW DUH KLJK ,W LV FULWLFDO WR UHYLHZ DQG

further analyze these trends lest we perpetuate the removal Disparity Gap Between White and Native American Youth in
Rl 1DWLYH $PHULFDQ \RXWK IURP WKH by Offense (1997 vs. 2013)

» Drug offensedad the largest disparity-gap growth for

I1DWLYH $PHULFDQ \RXWK SHUFHQW IURPWhiteV\LRMMYm\épHULFDQ IDWLYH $|
OLNHO\ DV :KLWH \RXWK LQ WR WEtPHY- DV OENHOY O
L O I
* The disparity gap fortechnical violationsmore than 1
GRXEOHG IRU 1DWLYH $PHULFDQ \RXWK ITURP WLPHV DV ‘

OLNHO\ LQ WR WLPHV DV OLNH(D)ru\gSLQ fH‘ T fH

e
e

« 7KH GLVSDULW\ JDS IRU 1DWLYH $PHULFDQ|\RKWK E\ IDFLO|L
W\SH LQFUHDVHG DFUR \lo¢aMagbiliieE RDU G KRZHYQEJ -
VDZ WKH ODUJHVW LQFUHDVH LQ| WKibL6 L ULVII\ IIHﬂJDS

SHUFHQW IURP WLPHYV DV OLNHO\ LQ WR W LPd V
DV OLNHO\ LQ

=e e é e

S -
N

=e| —ae

e

—ll a

Technical w rﬁ rﬁ rH

2.7

1
Status li Iﬁ fi
1

e
e
e
==lle

12



Racial & Ethnic Disparities in Youth Incarceration & Strategies for Char

RECOMMENDATIONS: Policy & Practice Reforms
for Achieving Greater Racial Equity in Youth Incarceration

1. FIGHT THE MYTH THAT THE YOUTH JUSTICE SMETEN SRQWULDREMKREW EDVHG DOWHUQ
ANY CHILD EFROM HOME positive development of youth of color.

,Q WKH $QQLH ( &DVH\ )RXQGDRVN L RXates sRquldsients (sgak igegntives for community-based a
30DFH IRU .LGV 7KH &DVH IRU 5HG X F Lieggpitex viReo [costyeffesivengss H 9fp wamengnity-based

This seminal report presents a convincing analysis of OWHUQDWLYH PDQ\ F_RXQ LHV DFUF
ZKDW LV ZURQJ ZLWK $PHULFD-V \RXRddcer @uiyalypmey placementpoaes &l @hplignged by a -
GHPRQVWUDWLQJ VXFK IDFLOLWLHV BRFNcBORFIRSRRY Y LW WHYRYYFHV  +R.
XQQHFHVVDU\ REVROHWH ZDVWHIX0PREFRODWEHHY MW AQG/p 2D\ WR PD

FULWLFLVPV RI \RXWK SULVRQV DUH Y H@Eunumiesdaihey fhap pHeageiayen, o Nelr ismpgist
accepted in the world of youth justice reform. .DQG__VXVWDLQ F _PPXQ'—W .EDVHG bow
incentivize counties to invest in these alternatives.

JRU IDU WRR ORQJ3*HYHQ SULRU WR WKH IRXQGLQJ Rl WKH AUVW MXYH%LOH
FRXUW LQ WKH 8QLW HGe bavDishidivsivelp — States that realign funding to counties to support the care
accepted a dangerous myth. This myth is that the justice and supervision of youth no longer eligible for incarceration in
system intervenes more effectively on behalf of children in  State facilities should require that a substantial portion of the

need of support and supervision than do their own families ~ funding be allocated to community based alternatives to out-of-
and communities. home placement. We must invest more heavily in community-

based supports that are culturally and linguistically relevant

,Q RUGHU WR DFKLHYH PHDQLQJIXO s U rostoeyquth whowik bg served. AF VWUDWHJILHV
- including those suggested in this report - advocates must ] )
AJKW WKLV SHUYDVLYH QRWLRQ ,QVManitosimpaet obbocahFupdindpQFH D

VWUHQJWKY EDVHG DSSURDFK WR ZRUNR®D @ L #kRRIOPK RY ¥ RORWW K HEU VWD
IDPLOLHVY DQG FRPPXQLWLHV monitored and evaluated to understand the impact on youth

of color. This involves tracking the use of the funds and
disaggregating performance outcomes by race and ethnicity.

2. INVEST IN CULTURALLY COMPETENT COMMUNITY-BASED ALTERNATIVES

TO OUT-OF-HOME PLACEMENT 3. IMPLEMENT STRUCTURED DECISION-MAKIN

Supporting and serving young people in their own communfaeXdresE Bel§ar-IMIT OUT-OF-HOME PLACEMENT
ultimate goal

&RPPXQLW\ EDVHG LQWHUYHQWLRQV B’@e{%aWHﬁH BWWFQ%%W?WU‘B%\?W&‘LPFP?FSS and
have demonstrated lower recidivism rates at lower costs. L IRXQG GHOL T_X HQW LW LV i LPSRUW
.Q <RXWK $GYRFDWH 3SdRelyUDmRe/ S ﬁ%tp_rgq{q_ﬁ%ess .to determlne thg most appropnate Qnd
which demonstrates that community-based alternatives are least restrictive options for disposition. The implementation
more effective at reducing recidivism at a fraction of the cost RI'DYDOL G, DWHG _X QELDV H G U L V,N DVVH
RI LOFDUFHUDWLRQ &XUUHQW UHVHD BBEMERGFESHd HFUMMted vwaly idid gigpesitieng
FRVW RI LQFDUFHUDWLRQ LV DOPRVW 9€CiSIONMa&3g; \Hpy zKHUHDV

the average cost of an effective community intervention . )

LV DURXQG Vig HJR XEEMWH G ZLWK E FE rLG\flﬁkﬁﬁﬁﬁment tools do not perpetuate bias

high recidivism rates for youth released from out-of-home &RXQWLH DWWHPSWLQJ WR REMHFWL?
SODFHPHQWY LW LV FOHDU WKDW WKRYHHEB8FHP KEWRWDL BH W HEWK RY BHHFLG
VXFFHVV QRU D ZLVH LQYHVWPHQW YRENFRUVHYYPWRY WEBPWHGRZHYHU

to encourage the development and adoption of culturally XQLQWHQWLRQDOO\ HI[DFHUEDWH UDFL
RYHU LGHQWLI\LQJ \RXWK RI FRORU DV

s 7KH AUVW MXYHQLOH FRXUW ZDV EDVHG XSRQ WRRONM WKDW LéFOXGH VN I DFWRUY
RU "WKH 6WDWH DV 3DUHQW p 7KLV WKHRU\ JD%W@E{‘%%V%\@#'@ q@ﬁé@@@%%@\i@#@@ nd
RQ EHKDOI Rl FKLOGUHQ ZKHQ SDUHQWV zHUH ehnipdispatitesxn wirasbrattemsy $Y s\ wWdK R1 FROI

6WDWHV WKH 6XSUHPH &RXUW GHFLVLRQ RI ([ 3bsough& ealiey Hyoah-justice vV decisioRin@aliidg points  at
FDVH LQ GHWHUPLQLQJ WKH VWDWH-V DELOLW\ WR LQWHUYHQH LQ WKH OLYHV RI IDPLOLHV




Stemming the Rising Tide

GLVSURSRUWLRQDWHO\ KLJKHU UDWH
assessment tools that merely sustain these rates will never
reduce racial and ethnic disparities in the use of out-of-home
placements.

JXUWKHUPRUH IDFWRUV WKDW DUH PH
FRORU3VXFK DV SDUHQWDO LQYROYHH
QHIJDWLYH SHHU DVVRFLDWLRQV RU
enforcement—should not be used to substantiate the use
Rl RXW RI KRPH SODFHPHQW 5DWKH
DERXW D \RXWK:V QHHGY DQG VWUHQJ
D SODQ WR KHOS WKH \RXWK VXFFHHG
FRPPXQLW\ EDVHG DOWHUQDWLYHV VK
youth is removed from home.

making childhood and adulthood characterized by increased exp
$QRWKHU VWUDWHJ\ IRU OLPLWLQJ EL d risk taki d di |
making process is the use of a placement-screening and risk taking, & tendency tordiscount fong-termj conseq

FRPPLWWHH D FRPPLWWHH RI GLYHU heightened sensitivity to peers and other social in uenc
VKDUHG JRDO RI NHHSLQJ \RXWK LQ WI functi ¢ adol is develobi . q
VFUHHOLQJ FRPPLWWHH VKRXOG LQFR function of adolescence is developing an integrated se

DQG FRPPXQLW\ DGYRFDWHV ,Q IDFV including individuation, separation from parents, and pers
placement decisions produce better outcomes for youth E . . d I king behavi h
ZKHQ WKRVH PRVW DIIHFWHG E\ WKH | xperimentation and novelty-seeking behavior, such as

WKRVH PRVW LQYHVWHG LQ D \RXWK-V  drug use, unsafe sex, and reckless driving, are thought
decision-making process. . . L

gp number of adaptive functions dedpite their risks.
3ODFHPHQW VFUHHQLQJ FRPPLWWHH . e
multidisciplinary set of stakeholders can be effective because

WKH\ DOORZ HYHU\ RSWLRQ IRU D \R WR“OWEP%@?" S iﬂt&"”t@ﬂ‘—oﬁ‘eg'icem?ﬂt'
FRPPLWWHH PHPEHU EULQJV XQLTXH rs}’é’ﬁ‘%ﬁ%@jﬁ Hsfra _%}%’ﬁtig\?@%ﬁ;ﬁ pendotiiseey
DQG FULWLFDO LQVLIKWV WR H[DPLQEZSDIRROL SIEWHRE N, GRG0 o
When youth and family are able to participate in system ) i i i 1997 and
GHFLVLRQ PDNLQJ WKH\ EHFRPH HPsREFUMGASS B ¢l WAIUWEE BHVaRR1997 an
WDNH RZQHUVKLS RI D \RXQJ SHUVRQ-V VXFFHVV 7KH EHQHAWYV

RILXVLQJ SODFHPHQW VEUHHQLQJ FREELWWIHHY, HIWHQG ERRLEov /owLor

the outcomes of an individual; these partnerships can also
help improve communication and trusfamong y%uth justice WLPHV DV OLNHO\ DV :KLWH \RXWK WR
$PHULFDQ \RXWK ZHUH QHDUO\ WKUHH

system stakeholders and members of the community. \RXWK ZHUH PRUH WKDQ AYH WLPHV DV

unti educe the use of detention
4. CONTINUE ENACTING STATE AND LOCAL RE?ﬁEWOﬁ@OE&%%ﬁ%Eﬁumberofcritical strategies.
ADJUDICATION DETENTION JLUVW WKH\ VKRXOG DGRSW DQ LQWHQ"

6HFRQG WKH\ VKRXOG GHYHORS VWURC

Research indicates that youth who are securely de:[ained VI\VWHP DQG FRPPXQLW\ VWDNHKROGH!
SUH DGMXGLFDWLRQ DUH VLJQLAFDQWgrents Rithtustieé d/ktén indoRenkeht. TR jisuRtlons
FKDUJHG IRXQG GHOLQTXHQW DQG FR Ritst Yédtddnie WhR cBronWiritids Ravbst HipacteR @y the
facilities than similarly situated youth who remain at home MXVWLFH VIVWHP EULQJ LQVLJKW UHVR
SHQGLQJ WKHLU DGMXGLFDWLRQ )RU WRPERH UMIRUNWYRFHRXQGKLUG VXFF
that youth detained pre-adjudication were three times as  data—both quantitative and qualitative—to dispel myths and
likely to be committed to a corrections facility as youth with  to understand and improve justice system decision-making.
identical offending histories who were not detaineé:

. ,Q VKRUW FRQWLQXLQJ WR HPSOR\ VWL
6LIQLAFDQW DGYRFDF\ HITRUWYV LQ WKpieQdpuMi¥dtion ddteRtidrYwifi ReYphbrévitt Xevnbval of youth

on pre-adjudication detention reform for good reason.  from their homes at later decision-making points.
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5. LIMIT THE USE OF PROBATION 6. KEEP YOUTH OUT OF ADULT PRISONS

-XVW DV SUH DGMXGLFDWLRQ GHWHQWThe Qouth/justicé Qys@i@ hivals\ egtabiRsBdd mapaMfanRIAON

RI KRPH SODFHPHQW VR LV SODFHPH Q/éarRR ggoSwitR ED BhipRaQis @R Bar® &r@ \ rehabilitation

youth are committed to out-of-home placements as the result  of youth rather than punishment. Over the last several

of a technical violation of probation. GHFDGHVY KRZHYHU OHJLVODWRUV DQ
VDQFWLRQHG WKH WUDQVIHU RI \RXWK

,Q D UHFHQW UHSRUW \RXWK MXVWL FtHe S¢&v&dphvenial LdRt¢lidhVbebwedhQyBEMO &t ddiBs.

that too many low- and moderate-risk youth are unnecessarily $FURVV WKH FRXQWU\ GLIIHUHQW SDW

processed through the justice system and placed on WUDQVIHUUHG LQWR WKH DGXOW V\VW

SUREDWLRQ ,Q PDNLQJ D GHFLVLRQ WRDBIOMAH BURXMWKLRQVSUREKDBDWHRIRD)O ZDLY

system stakeholders must remember that low-risk youth VWDWXWRU\ RU OHJLVODWLYH H[FOXVLI

"WRXFKHG E\ WKHVH V\VWHmither Was LFDD@ \D 8 X DWWQUOO D ZV

out [tYYouth should be diverted out of the justice system

and provided supports in the community whenever possible. ,Q HIIRUWVY WR VKXW GRZQ \RXWK SL

+RZHYHU LQ FDVHV LQ ZKLFK SUREDWLQRDWUF HHHRPHREQ@EFRHRARXQYDWBHRSOH DGY

WKH H[SHFWDWLRQV RI \RXWK VKRXOZREHN WHRDEBRPEDGH DOO KWWKKZD\V LQW

LOQWHUYHQWLRQV VKRXOG EH H[KDXVWHGHVSUESRWKRZD\VHQUGFHLGLINRXWEW LQ GL

back to court because of violated conditions; and technical VWUDWHJILHY PXVW EH ORFDOO\ WDUJF

violations should never result in incarceration. be aware of the unintended consequences of our work to
OLPLW LQFDUFHUDWLRQ LQ WKH \RXW

When youth are placed on probation, expectations of thempsprrddtibe pe&idsiser of youth to the adult system.

Rather than checking off a list of standard probation terms

DQG FRQGLWLRQV VWDNHKROGHUV VKRXOG WKLQN FULWLFDOO\ DERXW

ZKDW SXUSRVH D VSHFLAF FRQGLWLRQ7VBISXBEGREGGETE NATVWNAK NN PEIMETICE DA

RI FRQGLWLRQV ZLWK ZKLFK \RXWK PXY®BRRREA|\ IA&FRWUW WHUPV DQG

enforcement of these terms should consider the research on

adolescent brain development. Without an accurate understanding of the scope of racial

and ethnic disparities at all decision points in the youth
Terms of probation should be written in plain language thafjyQuinane parentSwHP LW LV LPSRVVLEOH W
understand ,QYROYHPHQW RI /DWLQR \RXWK LQ WK
JRU LQVWDQFH RQH \RXWK H[SODLQH@®DMWKDMH KRULWMHWWKEQHWHOSWKBUYV JLY
WHUP "DSSHDU LQ FRXUW DV UHTXLUHSWUDP W LDFQI \L R WX MWK L RIQX VDAEIRPHN V\V W H |
KRZ KH VKRXOG ORRN DQG ZKDW KH VEB&OWLRHD UZWIRQF RXOW Y RGW GDWD IF
DV D UHTXLUHPHQW WR DWWHQG FRXUshouRi®e ¥didtled and disdygregt@i@n\thé Badiy of tribal
1HZ SUDFWLFHV IRU HQVXULQJ JUHDWMHMWA®MNWIRARNY RI WKH WHUPV RI
SUREDWLRQ DUH QHHGHG LQFOXGLQJ ZULWWHQ RUGHUV WKDW DOLJQ ZLWK
the average literacy level of justice-involved youth. $Q\ GDWD DQDO\WVLVY WRROV SURPRWHG

DV D ZzD\ WR XQGHUVWDQG WKH H[WHQ
The use of technical violations must be limited and carefullgrenontieadin the justice system should take into account
BUREDWLRQ GHSDUWPHQWYV PXVW VK Lchahgibg @emddoaRtics Cand- Xhould >ebsHre RHat data are
FRPSOLDQFH DQG FRQWURO , Q Q RY D Witaydtegatddbiz il rate @ndetHisddylhiveIRdEa@idh\oints.
look for ways to support young people in the successful
FRPSOHWLRQ RI SUREDWLRQ UDWKHU Wkhn I1H a R a ¥ a¥e
UHAH[LYHO\ ZKHQ WHHQDJHUV DFWLC
WKH UXOHV 7KHVH DJHQFLHV HPSOR\ |
LQFOXGLQJ

([SDQGLQJ FRPPXQLW\ EDVHG DOWH
» Hiring people who believe their job is to help youth
succeed,;

BURYLGLQJ RQJRLQJ VWDII GHYHOR
» Developing objective decision-making tools such as
probation response grids;

ODSSLQJ RXW VWHSVY WKDW SUREDYV
WR WDNH EHIRUH AOLQJ D YLRODWL
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of Stay. -RXUQDO RI &ULPLQDO -XVWLFH 2 S5HWULHYHG IURP
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KWW S Z2ZZ MXVWLFHSROLF\ RUJ XSORDGY MXVWLFHSROLF\ GRFXPHQWYV
VWLFNHUBVKRFNBAQDOBY SGI

LL1IDWLRQDO -XYHQLOH -XVDoibd H rightt \RIZER U N
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KWWS ZZZ QMMQ RUJ XSORDGV GLJLWDO OLEUDU\ 1--1BULVN DVVHVVPHQW
EULHIB$SU B),1$/ SGI

[ $U\D 1 Family-driven justice. $UL]JRQD /DZ 5HYLHZ
2 5HWULHYHG IURP KWWS ZZZ DUL]RQDODZUHYLHZ RUJ
SGI DULJOUHY SGI
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2--'3 -RXUQDO RI -XYHQLOH -XVWLFH B5HWULHYHG IURP KWWSV Zz22z2Z
FRKSD XFI HGX PHGLD MRUGDQSUHYHQWLYHGHWHQWLRQDQGRXW
RI KRPHSODFHPHQWB SGI
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5 APPENDIX

ABOUT THE DATA USED IN THIS REPORT

« /IDWLQR RU "+LVSDQLF p D SHUVRQ RI OHJL
Census of Juveniles in Residential Placement Data &HQWUDO RU 6RXWK $PHULFDQ RU RWKHL
7KH SULPDU\ VRXUFH RI GDWD IRU H[DPLQLQJregaXdssifrdcRPH SODFHPHQWV
QDWLRQZLGH LV WKH &HQVXV RI -XYHQLOHV LQITHVLGH GWHDOFROP FRBHGWHELFDQ ,QGLD!

6LQFH DQG ELHQQLDOO\ VLQFH WKH 8 6 'HSIB{UJJWRQQW\DRILQXVN\LLIPJ‘LQZ\/IAIP@ DQ\ RI WKH
RI - XYHQLOH -XVWLFH DQG 'HOLQTXHQF\ 3UHYSRMLRDY DO'C ZKRQBIXIFOWDDQV FXOWXUDO
survey of all youth held in residential placement facilities across the DIAOLDWLRQV RU FRPPXQLW\ UHFRJQLWLR

8 6 7KH FHQVXV SURYLGHYVY D VQDSVKRW RI DOK)/IXQMHQJFMAQHGVRIDQ/&HUGDSE&u $ SHU!
RI WKH FHQVXV LQFOXGLQJ WKRVH GHWDLQHG/KHHRDGMRY®IOFBWRBQHIYQRSI WKRIVYDU (DVW
FRPPLWWHG WR SULYDWH ORFDO RU VWDWH UBREIPDFQHLYHQW DR LS WKW BD MW KAHLW EGRRGW
ordered disposition. This report focuses on youth committed to a H[DPSOH &KLQD ,QGLD -DSDQ DQG .RUHI
SODFHPHQW DQG FRPSDUHYV GDWD ZLWK IRGDMDPBEROIHFKEBPRDVNKKHDP DQG +DZDLL
latest available data. The diagram illustrates the breakdown of youth

FRQAQHPHQW DV FDSWXUHG E\ WKH &-53 $OWKRXJIK LQVWUXFWLRQ ZDV SURYLGHG IRU
DQG HWKQLFLW\ LQ WKH &-53 WKHUH DUH C

2QH 'D\ &RXQW GDWD 7KLV LV SDUWLFXODUO\ WUXH IRU /DV
<SRXWK LQ &RQAQHPHQW FRXQWU\ WKHUH DUH QR DFFXUDWH GDWD RC
\R X W K WKH MXYHQLOH MXVWLFH VI\VWHP ,QVWHDG
DV ":KLWH p UHVXOWLQJ LQ VLIQLAFDQW X
Detention &RPPLWPHQW LQYROYHPHQW LQ WKH MXVWLFH V\VWHP 71
\R X WIK \R X W K /IDWLQR \RXWK PD\ QRW UHSUHVHQW WKH IXC

are overrepresented in commitments.

3ULYDWH /RFDQ State

\R X W K \R XW K \R XIW K $GGLWLRQDOO\ ZKLOH &-53 GDWD FDQ GLV

, VODQGHU \RXWK WKHVH SRSXODWLRQV DUH
SRSXODWLRQ GDWD ,Q \RXWK SRSXODWLRQ
\RXWK DUH FRPELQHG %WHFDXVH XQGHUVWD
7KH &-53 GDWD DUH GHVLIJQDWH RIITHQVH FDWHNRQWHYDIFV.DROMREWHWKQLF GLVSDULWLHYV
*+ 3HUVRQ RIIHQVHV LQFOXGLQJ DJJUDYDWHNXBMVRRWEW RXPLAYDREKRPULAGIBH QG 3DFLAF
UREEHU\ VLPSOH DVVDXOW DQG YLROHQWUWHI@DO\UNVYDXDPWKLY UHSRUW $V QRWHG
BURSHUW\ RITHQVHV LQFOXGLQJ DUVRQ pookléifatioMdt vl reasolis] ONhen ddtaQBlleitidhHptabtices are
QRQ KRXVHKROG ODUFHQ\ VXIAFLHQW LW ZRXOG EH LGHDO WR GLVDJJ
e 'UXJ RIIHQVHV LQFOXGLQJ WUDIAFNLQJ populations.

3XEOLF RUGHU RIIHQVHYVY LQFOXGLQJ DOFRKRO RU GUXJ RIIHQVHYV GULYLQJ

XQGHU WKH LQAXHQFH DQG ZHDSRQV SRYVOINVOORQW LV LPSRUWDQW WR QRWH WKDW F
7THFKQLFDO YLRODWLRQV LQFOXGLQJ Y ldikdgdreyatdd Qy\facB andbdihRiGitl) ald-dtf€hse §peddadyield small

or valid court orders and acts that disobey or go against the QXPEHUV WKDW DUH VXVFHSWLEOH WR PLVLQ
FRQGLWLRQV RI SUREDWLRQ RU SDUR O HorivafPpdt $o0thl McluddFiDité Gurvey®yQoxidling WiRlished tables
SDUWLFLSDWH LQ D VSHFLAF SURJUDP | Epliifa XéhresWRItiPIES thied) WReh dGEsohAllInuMbeY sl youth are

RU PHHWLQJVY DQG IDLOXUH WR SD\ UHVWIRPRPWWRMHG WR VWDWH UXQ IDFLOLWLHV IRU
6WDWXV RIIHQVHV LQFOXGLQJ FXUIHZ “¢auRi@rpabtiHe @idlysisQFRUULJLELOLW\ XQ
JRYHUQDELOLW\ UXQQLQJ DzZD\ WUXDQF\ XQGHUDJH GULQNLQJ DQG

other non-delinquency offenses.

7KH &-53 GbwD DUH GLVDJJUHJDWHG E\ UDFH DQG HWKQLFLW\ DV IROORZV

e« :KLWH :KLWH QRW RI +LVSDQLF RULJLQ $ SHUVRQ KDYLQJ RULJLQV LQ DQ\
Rl WKH RULJLQDO SHRSOHV RI (XURSH 1RUWK $IULFD RU WKH OLGGOH (DVW
who is not of Hispanic origin.

* %ODFN %ODFN QRW RI +LVSDQLF RULJLQ $ SHUVRQ KDYLQJ RULJLQV LQ
DQ\ RI WKH EODFN UDFLDO JURXSV RI $IULFD ZKR LV QRW RI +LVSDQLF
origin.
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